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Defendant Novo Nordisk Inc. (“NNI”), for itself al@ and for no other
defendant, pursuant to Rules 26 and 33 of the Bedrles of Civil Procedure,
hereby supplements its amended objections andnsspdo Plaintiffs’ First Set of
Interrogatories filed with this Court on Februa#dy, 2014, as follows:

GENERAL OBJECTIONS
1. NNI objects to these Interrogatories to the extémey impose

obligations beyond those imposed by the Federaédkof Civil Procedure, any

applicable Order of this Court, including, but hatited to, the Order governing the

Production of Electronically Stored Information (©dNo. 187) (“ESI Order”), the
CMO Governing Limitations on Written Discovery, whentered, or this Court’y
Local Rules. See Order Governing the Production of Electronicallyorst
Information, In re Incretin-Based Therapies Prods. Liab. Litig., No. 13-md-2452-
AJB-MDD (S.D. Cal. Nov. 15, 2013), Doc. No. 187 §EOrder”).

2. NNI objects to the voluminous nature of these nuigatories paired
with the additional sets of interrogatories propadech on NNI, the total number o
which exceeds that which is allowed under the Fddeules of Civil Procedure.
Nevertheless, following agreement by the partieN] Bgreed to respond to thes
interrogatories while reserving its rights to irsdusubstantive objections abol
which the parties will be prepared to meet and eonf

3. NNI objects to these interrogatories to the exthay seek information
protected by the attorney-client, work-product,aoy other applicable privilege o
immunity from discovery. Any disclosure of infortran protected by any such
privilege or other immunity shall be deemed inatlmtr and shall not constitute
waiver of such privilege or other immunity.

4. NNI objects to these interrogatories, including mauts, to the extent
they call for information that is not in the posses, custody, or control of NNI, or
Is a matter of public record or otherwise as acbks# Plaintiffs as to NNI.

5. NNI objects to Plaintiffs’ Definitions to the extesuch definitions, as
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incorporated into these interrogatories, rendergtrrogatory vague, ambiguous

overly broad, unduly burdensome, and not reasonehlgulated to lead to the
discovery of admissible evidence. Specifically,INjects to Plaintiffs’ definitions
of “YOU,” “YOUR,” “YOURS,” or “Defendants” as vaguand ambiguous. NNI's
responses to interrogatories herein construe téyims,” “Your,” or “Defendant” to
mean Novo Nordisk Inc. only.

6. NNI objects to these interrogatories to the exthay seek information
from time periods that are irrelevant or inappliedio Victoza®.

7. NNI objects to these interrogatories to the extkay seek information
concerning products other than Victoza® (liraglejid

8. NNI objects to these interrogatories to the extaay seek to function
as document requests.

9. NNI objects to these interrogatories to the extidwy call for the
identification of all documents, individuals, infoation, or communication as wel
as any and/or every document, individual, piecenfidfrmation, or communication
when all relevant facts can be obtained from fethan “all” documents or “any”
document.

10. NNI objects to these interrogatories to the extbay seek information

pertaining to injuries, alleged side effects, oveade reactions not at issue in th

litigation on the grounds that such interrogatoaes not relevant, overly broad, and

not reasonably calculated to lead to the discowéadmissible evidence.

11. NNI objects to these interrogatories to the extbay seek information
related to foreign regulatory submissions, requéests, or activities, or the directiof
of foreign regulatory bodies, because it is neitiedevant nor reasonably calculatg
to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence iandnduly burdensome. Suc
information is subject to different regulatory aegdal standards and requirement
and can be influenced by political, cultural, andial differences, including, but no

limited to, differences in the practice of medicine
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12. NNI objects to these interrogatories to the extdrdy seek sales

marketing, or advertising information outside o€ thinited States because it

neither relevant nor reasonably calculated to leathe discovery of admissible

evidence and is unduly burdensome to produce snitfgation.

13. NNI objects to these interrogatories to the exteatinformation sought
Is already in Plaintiffs’ possession, custody antcol, or are equally available to th
Plaintiffs, on the grounds that such discovery estigl are unreasonably cumulativ
and duplicative, and that the information may btamied from a source that is mor|

convenient, less burdensome, and less expensive.

14. NNI objects to these interrogatories to the extbay seek an analysis

or summary of documents or information that is gaihe available to all parties.
NNI objects further pursuant to Federal Rule of ilCRrocedure 33(d) on the
grounds that the burden of ascertaining such irdtion is substantially the sam
for Plaintiffs as for NNI.

15. NNI objects to these interrogatories to the extkay seek confidential,
proprietary, competitively sensitive, or trade seéanformation. To the extent NN

produces responsive and non-privileged informatamy; such information will be

produced in accordance with the agreed-upon andt®©adered Protective Order

entered in this Litigation.

16. NNI objects to these interrogatories to the extdmat they are
duplicative of the deposition notices for testimgnysuant to Rule 30(b)(6) of thq
Federal Rules of Civil Procedure that Plaintiffsvéaalso served on NNI in this
action.

17. NNI objects to these interrogatories to the extbey request NNI to
disclose the identity of any individual who allegedxperienced an adverse effeq
or who reported such an adverse experience onrthend that such a disclosur
would violate the patients’ or reporters’ rightdonfidentiality under federal law.

18. NNI's investigation into this matter is ongoinghdrefore, NNI may be
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unable to provide full and complete responses ttaiceinterrogatories. NNI will
respond to these interrogatories as fully and cetefyl as possible. NNI may
supplement these responses as additional, responsievant and non-privilege
information becomes available.

19. By responding to these interrogatories, NNI doe$ cuncede the
relevance, materiality, or admissibility of anytbé documents sought herein for ug
as evidence in any hearing or trial. NNI's resgsnsre made subject to, an
without waiving, any objections as to relevancetanality, or admissibility. NNI
expressly reserves the right to object to furthiscalery on the subject matter g
any of these requests.

20. NNI objects to these interrogatories to the extbely are outside the
scope of general causation discovery and inappécaliscovery at this time
pursuant to this Court's February 18, 2014 Ordehjciv requires Plaintiffs to
“narrow all discovery related requests to issue®lnng general causation.'See
Initial Case Management Scheduling Order Regardbameral Causationn re
Incretin-Based Therapies Prods. Liab. Litig., No. 13-md-2452-AJB-MDD (S.D. Cal.
Feb. 18, 2014), Doc. No. 325 (“February 18 OrderNNI will supplement its
answers with information beyond general causatibrtha appropriate time, if
necessary and applicable, per further Order ofGloisrt.

21. The applicable foregoing General Objections arenparated into each
of the specific objections and responses thatvioll&Gtating a specific objection o
response shall not be construed as a waiver of\Nddheral or specific objections.
OBJECTIONS AND RESPONSES TO INDIVIDUAL INTERROGATOR IES
Interrogatory No. 4:

Has any employee, officer, director, agent, condradirector, key opinion
leader, member of speaker bureau, advisory boardbee or scientific advisor of
YOURS corresponded with or supplied information data to the Europear

Medicines Agency (“EMA”) about or in connection tiits 2013 “Assessment
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report for GLP-1 based therapies.” If so, for egutbase state:
a. Correspondent’s name, title, address, phone number;
b. Journal name(s);
c. Date of correspondence; and
d. Location of correspondence.

Response to Interrogatory No. 4:

NNI incorporates, as if fully set forth hereinetiGeneral Objections by
reference. NNI further objects to this interroggitas vague and ambiguous as

fails to define certain terms and phrases, inclyidkey opinion leader,” “member of
speaker bureau,” *“advisory board member,” and fddie advisor,” and

“corresponded with or supplied information or datd\NNI further objects to this
interrogatory to the extent it seeks informationaerning non-NNI personnel. NN
further objects to this interrogatory to the ext@nseeks information regarding
medications other than Victoza®. NNI further olbgeto this interrogatory to thg
extent it seeks information unrelated to the altegsks and injuries at issue in thi
litigation. NNI further objects to this interrogay to the extent it seeks informatio
concerning the regulatory submissions, requiremeatsvities, or the direction of
the EMA, a foreign regulatory authority, as neithelevant nor reasonably
calculated to lead to the discovery of admissibledence and is unduly]
burdensome.

Supplemental Response to Interrogatory No. 4:

NNI incorporates, as if fully set forth herein, tli&eneral Objections by
reference. NNI further objects to this interroggitas vague and ambiguous as

fails to define certain terms and phrases, inclyidkey opinion leader,” “member of
speaker bureau,” *“advisory board member,” and fddie advisor,” and

“corresponded with or supplied information or datad\NNI further objects to this
interrogatory to the extent it seeks informationaerning non-NNI personnel. NN

further objects to this interrogatory to the ext@nseeks information regarding
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medications other than Victoza®. NNI further olbgeto this interrogatory to thg
extent it seeks information unrelated to the altegsks and injuries at issue in thi
litigation. NNI further objects to this interrogay to the extent it seeks informatio
concerning the regulatory submissions, requiremeausvities, or the direction of
the EMA, a foreign regulatory authority, as neithelevant nor reasonably
calculated to lead to the discovery of admissibledence and is unduly]
burdensome. NNI objects further to this interrogato the extent it is outside th¢
scope of general causation discovery and inappécaliscovery at this time
pursuant to this Court’s February 18 Order, whieuires Plaintiffs to “narrow all
discovery related requests to issues involving gg@neausation.” NNI will
supplement its answers with information beyond gareausation at the appropriat
time, if necessary and applicable, per further ©ad¢his Court.

Subject to and without waiving or otherwise limgithe foregoing Genera
and Specific Objections, NNI states that it wilbduce any communications witl
the EMA regarding the July 25, 2013 “Assessment dRkefior GLP-1 Based
Therapies” and the February 24, 2014 joint statémati the FDA on Pancreatic
Safety reported in the New England Journal of Miedi@ntitled “Pancreatic Safety

of Incretin-Based Drugs — FDA and EMA Assessment.”

-7- EAST\72563384.2

NOVO NORDISK INC.’S SUPP. AMEND. OBJ. AND RESPONSHES PLS’ FIRST SET OF INTERROGATORIEF
3:13-MD-02452-AJB-MDD

S

-

\U

e

<

S




© 00 N o g b~ W N P

N RN DN N N N N N DN R P R R R R R R R
o NN o o A WwWDN PO O 0o N o A wDN -, O

Dated: March 6, 2014

DLA PIPER LLP (US)

By: /s/ Raymond M. Williams

Raymond M. Williams
Bar No. 164068)
LA PIPER LLP (US)
1650 Market Street, Suite 4900
Philadelphia, PA 19103
Tel: 215.656.3300
Fax: 215.656.3301 _
raymond.williams@dlapiper.com

Christopher M. Young
Bar No. 163319)
LA PIPER LLP_(US%
401 B Street, Suite 1700
San Diego, CA 92101
Tel: 619.699.2700
Fax: 619.699.2701 _
christopher.young@dlapiper.com

LOREN H. BROWN

loren.brown@dlapiper.com

HEIDI LEVINE

heidi.levine@dlapiper.com

DLA PIPER LLP %US& _

|1:I251 Avenue of the Americas, 27th
oor

New York, NY 10020-1104

Tel: 212.335.4500

Fax: 212.335.4501

,IAttor neys for Defendant Novo Nordisk
nc.
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

[, Lauren M. Nonnemacher, declare:

| am a citizen of the United States and employedtha county o

Philadelphia, state of Pennsylvania. | am overaipe of eighteen years and nc

party to the within-entitled action. My businesileess is DLA Piper LLP (US
One Liberty Place, 1650 Market Street, Suite 4®Rliiladelphia, PA 19103. C
March 6, 2014, | served a copy of the within docaotne

Defendant Novo Nordisk Inc.’s Supplemental Amende®bjections
and Responses to Plaintiffs’ First Set of Interrogsories

[

[

by placing the document listed above in a seale@lepe with
postage thereon fully prepaid, the United Statesl ma
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania addressed as set feltiwb

by placing the document listed above in a sealetiv@®g
Service envelope and affixing a pre-paid air laifid causing the
envelope to be delivered to a Delivery Service agem
delivery.

by personally delivering the document listed abdwge the
persons at the address set forth below.

| hereby certify that on the below date, | electtally filed the
foregoing with the Clerk of the Court using the &@F system
which will send notification of such filing to the-mail
addresses denoted on the Electronic Mail notice &sd |
hereby certify that | have mailed the foregoing wuoent or
paper via the United States Postal Service to treGM/ECF
participants indicated on the Manual Notice lisgfy).

by transmitting via e-mail or electronic transmissi the
document listed above to the persons at the eaddiesses set
forth below.
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Gayle M. Blat

CASEY GERRY SCHENK
FRANCAVILLA BLATT &
PENFIELD, LLP

110 Laurel Street

San Diego, CA 92101

gmb@cglaw.com
aintiffs” Co-Liaison Counsel

Ryan L. Thompsc

ATTS GUERRA LLP
5250 Prue Road, Suite 525
San Antonio, Texas 78240
RThompson@WattsGuerra.com
Plaintiffs’ Co-Lead Counsel

Hunter J. Shkolni

NAPOLI BERN RIPKA SHKOLNIK
350 Fifth Avenue

New York, New York 10018
Hunter@NapoliBern.com
Plaintiffs” Co-Lead Counsel

Nina M. Gussack

Kenneth J. Kin

PEPPER HAMILTON LLP
3000 Two Logan Square
Eighteenth and Arch Street
Philadelphia, PA 19103
gussackn@pepperlaw.com
kKingk@pepperlaw.com

Attorneys for Defendant Eli Lilly and

Company

| am readily familiar with the firm’s practice ofltection and processirn
correspondence for mailing. Under that practicevould be deposited with th
U.S. Postal Service on that same day with postageedn fully prepaid in th

Michael K. Johnsc

JOHNSON BECKER, PLLC

33 South Sixth Street, Suite 4530
Minneapolis, MN 55402
mjohnson@johnsonbecker.com
Plaintiffs” Executive Committee

Tor A. Hoerma

TORHOERMAN LAW LLC

101 W. Vandalia Street, Suite 350
Edwardsville, lllinois 62025
THoerman@torhoermanlaw.com
Plaintiffs’ Co-Lead Counsel

Amy J. Laurendes

Scott M. Edson

O'MELVENY & MYERS LLP
400 South Hope Street

Los Angeles, CA 90071
alaurendeau@omm.com
sedson@omm.com _
Attorneys for Defendant Amylin
Pharmaceuticals, LLC

Douglas Marvin

Eva Esber

Paul Boehm

WILLIAMS & CONNELLY LLP
725 Twelfth Street, N.W.
Washington, DC 20005
dmarvin@wc.com
eesber@wc.com
pboehm@wc.com

Attorneys for Defendant Merck Sharp &
Dohme Corg

ordinary course of business. | am aware that onomaf the party served, servi

Is presumed invalid if postal cancellation datgpostage meter date is more t

one day after date of deposit for mailing in affida

| declare that | am employed in the office of a rhemof the bar of this cou

at whose direction the service was made.
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Executed on March 6, 2014, at Philadelphia, Penagyé.

/s/ Lauren M. Nonnemacher
Lauren M. Nonnemacher
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